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UNIVERSITY SENATE 


Minutes of the meeting of May 9, 1986 


Dr. P. Kenniff, (Chair); Dr. F. Whyte; Prof. G. Martin; Mr. K.D. Adams; 
Prof. D. Wheeler; Mr. M. Dunn; Mr. R. Orr; Mr. G.S. White; Ms. K. 
Takacs; Mr. T. Ghannamy; Dean B. Counihan; Prof. M. Vipond; Mr. A. 
Kekedjian; Mr. D. Artola; Mr. J. Jolivet; Prof. H. Habib; Prof. J.L. Hill; 
Vice-Dean D.J. Dicks; Dean C.L. Bertrand; Prof. C. MacKenzie; Prof. 
R.T. Gordon; Vice-Dean G. Valaskakis; Prof. J. Lightstone; Prof. S.K. 
Misra; Ms. Y. Lifshits; Ms. E. Laett; Dean R. Parker; Vice-Dean F.E. 
Shlosser; Prof. S. Ruby; Prof. G.D. Xistris; Dean M.N.S. Swamy; 
Vice-Dean P.J. Albert; Prof. E. Jacobs; Prof. T. Arbuckle-Magg; Prof. A. 
Melamed; Mr. A.V. Mate; Prof. A. Broes; Dean S.G. French; Prof. C.S. 
Patterson; Prof. R. Wills; Dean S.H. Appelbaum; Prof. M. Kusy. 


ABSENT WITH REGRETS: Prof. P. Brunet; Prof. R. Zienius; Prof. R. 


86-3-1 


86-3-2 


86-3-3 


Swedburg; Prof. B. Desai; Prof. M. Douglass; Prof. 
B. Sahni. 


Call to Order 

The meeting was called to order at 2:15 p.m. 

Dr. Kenniff reminded members that the deadline for nominations for 
membership on the Advisory Committee for Vice-Rector, Institutional 
Relations and Finance, had been set for the beginning of this meeting. It 
was determined that there were no further nominations other than those 
which had been received up to this point. 


Approval of Agenda 


In response to a request to add a motion to the Agenda under item IX, 
urging the Board of Governors to postpone consideration of the 
implementation of an Academic Service Fee until the Fall, Dr. Kenniff 
suggested, and it was agreed, that the matter be dealt with under item IX, 
without formally amending the Agenda. 


It was agreed to add item VI, m) - Report from the Vice-Rector, Academic, 
- to the Agenda. 


The Agenda, as presented and changed, was approved. 


Approval of Minutes 


It was agreed that the following sentence be added after the first sentence in 
paragraph 86-1-5, page 3, of the Minutes of February 21, 1986: 


86-3-4 


86-3-5 


86-3-6 


86-3-7 


86-3-8 


"The survey revealed that as of January 10, 1986, i.e., four days 
after the course change period began, 73% of the grade sheets from 
Arts and Science had been turned in, 76% in Engineering and 
Computer Science, 83% in Fine Arts, and 97% in Commerce and 
Administration." 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WILLS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MELAMED, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF 
FEBRUARY 21, 1986, AS CHANGED, BE APPROVED. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN APPELBAUM, SECONDED BY DEAN 
FRENCH, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF 
MARCH 21, 1986, BE APPROVED. 

MOTION CARRIED. 


Remarks from the Chair 


Dr. Kenniff advised that subsequent to the draft budget which had been 
distributed at the last meeting, the President of the Treasury Board has 
tabled final estimates which will necessitate major modifications to the 
deficit figures as a result of the Government's decision to impose additional 
compressions on the universities; and that he will provide more details with 
respect to this, under agenda item IX - "University Operating Budget 
1986/87 - update”. 


In announcing that Dr. M. JérOme-Forget has been appointed President of 
the Commission de la santé et de la sécurité au Travail of the Province of 
Québec, Dr. Kenniff stated that while her departure on May 1, 1986, after 
only 10 months with Concordia, was a source of disappointment, 
nonetheless, the University wishes her well in her new responsibilities; and 
that she was leaving as a strong supporter of the University and would 
continue to be so in the Government circles in which she will be moving. 


Remarking on the ground breaking ceremony for the extension of the 
Vanier Library which had taken place at noon today, Dr. Kenniff described 
the event as a celebration marking the beginning to the long awaited 
realization of Concordia's dreams to have proper library facilities for the 
University; he also expressed a hope that the last difficulties standing in the 
way of completion of the downtown project would soon be ironed out, and 
that a similar ceremony could be held in the very near future, on the 
downtown site. 


Question Period 


In response to a question concerning an article in the Gazette indicating that 
the Royal George Apartment building was about to be declared an historical 
monument, Dr. Kenniff advised that immediately following the second of 
two telephone conversations with the Deputy Minister of Cultural Affairs 


86-3-9 


86-3-10 


86-3-11 


86-3-12 


during which he had put forward convincing arguments against such a 
decision, the Minister advised him by telephone that she had countermanded 
her order; and that he has now received a letter from the Minister stating that 
the Ministry was interested only in preserving the facade of the building and 
had no interest whatsoever in whatever function the building might by used 
for. He also advised that the University's architects were expected to 
complete their work on the revised downtown project within the next week 
and that it was his hope that the revised concept of the downtown building, 
which he was confident would actually emerge within two weeks, would 
have the support of all members of the community, both internal and 
external. In addition, he advised that the sign for the downtown project had 
been ordered; that his intention was to put a drawing of the building on the 
sign as had been done with respect to the sign on the Loyola Campus and he 
was waiting for the drawing of the building to be finalized and reaction to 
the concept from the University community before proceeding; and that he 
was confident that the sign would be installed before the beginning of the 
1986 Fall term. 


In the absence of the graduate student Senate representative, it was 
requested and agreed that Victorya Monkman, President of GSA be granted 
speaking privileges during this meeting. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dr. Whyte, Vice-Rector, Academic, reported that the committee which he 
had established to advise him on the question of the appointment of an 
Associate Vice-Rector, Academic, (Research), has completed its 
deliberations and that Dr. Cooper Langford, Chemistry Department, Faculty 
of Arts and Science, had accepted to be nominated to the position. He 
further advised that for personal and technical reasons, Dr. Langford would 
be officially taking office in January, 1987, but that he would be acting for 
and representing the Vice-Rector, Academic, in an advisory capacity in all 
research matters as of now. In addition, in making the announcement, Dr. 
Whyte stated that he wished to publicly express his sincere appreciation to 
Dr. Langford for agreeing to take on this work and that he was confident 
that his contribution would enable the University to move significantly 
ahead in the area of research at Concordia. 


Dr. Kenniff introduced to the members of Senate, Ms. Lise Tremblay, 


recently appointed as the new Director of Institutional Research at 
Concordia University, and welcomed her to the Senate meeting. 


Appointments 


Election of Faculty and Student Members to the Advisory Committee, 
Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance. 


Dr. Kenniff advised that at its last meeting, the Board of Governors had 
passed a motion to set up a committee to search for a replacement for Dr. M. 
Jér6me-Forget, Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, whose 
departure from the University had been announced at the same meeting; that 


86-3-13 


86-3-14 


86-3-15 


the proposed committee was similar to the one that had been constituted last 
year, which had a somewhat restricted membership in that it was composed 
of members of the Board of Governors, including 2 faculty and 2 student 
members; and that subsequent to that meeting, in consultation with faculty 
and student members of the Board of Governors, he has indicated his 
readiness to propose to the Board at its next meeting that the composition of 
the committee be modified to include 1 Academic Dean chosen from among 
the Academic Deans, to replace the 2 faculty Board members by 3 faculty 
members elected by the faculty members of Senate, and to replace the 2 
student Board members by 2 undergraduate students and I graduate student 
chosen by their respective student representatives on Senate. He further 
stated that he has spoken and written to the Chairman of the Board with 
respect to this; and that while it was perhaps a bit unusual to proceed in this 
way, it was nonetheless imperative, if this matter was to be settled by the 
next meeting of the Board on May 15, 1986, that Senate act upon the faculty 
and student elections at this meeting. 


Dr. Kenniff reported that 2 undergraduate student nominations have been 
submitted, and in the absence of further nominations, he suggested and it 
was agreed THAT MS. KAREN TAKACS AND MR. RANDY ORR BE 
DECLARED ELECTED AND RECOMMENDED FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE UNDERGRADUATE STUDENT REPRESENTATIVES TO 
THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 


He also reported that 1 graduate student nomination has been submitted and 
it was agreed THAT MS. MARIAN BARFURTH BE DECLARED 
ELECTED AND RECOMMENDED FOR APPOINTMENT AS THE 
GRADUATE STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE TO THE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE. 


Dr. Kenniff read the names of the 5 faculty nominations which had been 
received and indicated the Faculty and Department to which the individuals 
were affiliated. The ballots, (document US-86-3-D11), were distributed 
among the elected faculty members of Senate who were in attendance at the 
meeting. 


It was agreed to proceed to the next Agenda item while the ballots were 
being tabulated. 


Procedures re: Senate and University Budgets. 


With respect to this item, Prof. Lightstone presented and explained the 
Report from the Steering Committee, (document US-86-3-D2), which 
contained both recommendations to the Board of Governors and, 
procedures for Senate's consideration of budgetary proposals. He also 
expressed the opinion that the resolution submitted by Professors 
Kisilevsky, Langford, and Newman, (document US-86-3-D4), which he 
described as a more general statement of purpose, would be efficaciously 
effected by the particular proposals and procedures contained in the Report 
from the Steering Committee; and that they would therefore support and 


applaud the adoption of the proposals in document US-86-3-D2 as 
institutionalizing the spirit and substance of their own resolutions.. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. LIGHTSTONE, SECONDED BY MS. 
LIFSHITZ, THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS AND THE PROPOSED PROCEDURES FOR SENATE'S 
CONSIDERATION OF BUDGETARY PROPOSALS, (ITEMS A AND B, 
DOCUMENT US-86-3-D2), BE APPROVED. 


The discussion which ensued centered primarily on the question of 
publication and dissemination of the budgetary proposals and the report and 
recommendations referred to in items B.1. and B.5. respectively, and 
particularly with respect to such dissemination throughout the academic 
community within Concordia. Various suggestions were made with respect 
to possible amendments concerning the publication and dissemination of the 
documents referred to in items B.1. and B.5. 


The mover and seconder agreed that the phrase - "AND DISSEMINATE 
THESE PROPOSALS TO ALL ACADEMIC UNITS IN THE 
UNIVERSITY." - be added at the end of item B.1..; and that the sentence - 
"THIS REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS SHOULD BE 
DISSEMINATED TO ALL ACADEMIC UNITS IN THE UNIVERSITY". 
- be added at the end of item B.5. 


It was understood that the designation "academic units" referred to in the 
above changes, included but was not necessarily restricted to all academic 
departments. it was also suggested that the phrasing implied that the 
documents would be provided to the academic units as opposed to 
individuals, for some appropriate form of dissemination within those units; 
and that the phrasing could be interpreted with a great deal of flexibility in 
that the dissemination might appropriately be accomplished by sending 
copies of the documents to the various Faculty Councils, or by publishing a 
summary in The Thursday Report, etc. 


However, following further discussion on the intent of the proposed 
changes, and concerns expressed with respect to interpretation and scope of 
the dissemination of budget documents, the mover and seconder 
WITHDREW THEIR AGREEMENT TO INCORPORATE THE 
PROPOSED CHANGES INTO THE MAIN MOTION. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. HILL, SECONDED BY 
PROF. RUBY, THAT THE PHRASE - "AND DISSEMINATE THESE 
PROPOSALS TO ALL ACADEMIC UNITS IN THE UNIVERSITY" - , 
BE ADDED AT THE END OF ITEM B.1.; AND THAT THE SENTENCE 
- "THIS REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS SHOULD BE 
DISSEMINATED TO ALL ACADEMIC UNITS IN THE 
UNIVERSITY"BE ADDED AT THE END OF ITEM B.5. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED, (19 in favour; 11 opposed; 7 
abstentions). 


86-3-16 


86-3-17 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


Election of Faculty Members to the Advisory Committee,(continued). 


Dr. Kenniff announced that as a result of the ballot, PROFESSORS KUSY, 
LIGHTSTONE, AND NEWMANN, HAVE BEEN ELECTED AND 
WOULD BE RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE, VICE-RECTOR, 
INSTITUTIONAL RELATIONS & FINANCE. 


University Operating Budget 1986/87 - Update. 


In presenting a status report on the 1986/87 Operating Budget, Dr. Kenniff 
stated that the budget proposals submitted at the last senate meeting 
contained a deficit of approximately 4.8 million dollars for the 1986/87 
financial year, which represented a substantial reduction from the 10 million 
dollar deficit estimated for the current year; that the 4.8 million dollar deficit 
was based on the hypothesis that there would be no compressions to the 
University operating grants as had been done in 1985/86, that the often 
expressed desire of the Minister of Higher Education and Science to redress 
the funding formula with respect to Concordia would lead to an adjustment 
or a special grant estimated at 1.8 million dollars, and that non-salary 
expenses would be indexed at the normal level of the consumer price index 
less 1%; that on all three counts, it would appear that the Minister has failed 
in his efforts to convince the Treasury Board of the need to exempt 
universities from the cuts which the Board has imposed in a general way on 
all areas of Government activity; that consequently. the final estimates 
which were tabled in the National Assembly, indicated that a general 
compression on university operating grants at a level of 20 million dollars 
would be imposed; that the Minister has also announced that a Parliamentary 
Commission would be convened in August and September, 1986, at which 
all of the issues would be debated and aired at length; that this meant in 
effect that the findings would not be available until November, 1986, and 
whatever the impact those findings might have would be with respect to the 
1987/88 financial year at the earliest; that indirectly this would mean that any 
special adjustments for 1986/87 were out of the question; that given that 
non-salary items have been indexed at 0%, there would effectively be an 
indirect cut of 8 million dollars in university operating grants; that the total 
compression amounted to about 28 million dollars, with Concordia's share 
approximately 2.8 million dollars on the revenue side; that adding to this the 
elimination of any special grant, the shortfall would amount to 4.6 million, 
which coupled with the original 4.8 million dollar deficit and other minor 
adjustments, would lead to a total deficit of between 9.5 and 10 million 
dollars. He further stated that the question of imposing user fees and in 
particular the academic services fee which was referred to in a document 
distributed by the student members of Senate, was not being raised with 
levity, but that the financial situation of the University was such that a 
certain number of choices would have to be made with respect to the route 
the University would have to go, over the course of the next few years; that 
the situation facing Concordia at the present time was such that if the 


projected deficit is left at the level at which it now stands, given the new 
figures which we new have, the University's accumulated deficit at the end 
of this financial year would be close to 27 million dollars, which represents 
close to 27% of the University's total admissible operating budget; that 
adding to that the 9 to 10 million dollar deficit projected for next year, 
Concordia's total accumulated deficit would represent over one third of the 
University's total operating budget; that taking into consideration the 
projected carrying cost of the deficit next year of 3.3 million dollars, which 
is not funded by Quebec, there will be even less money available to spend 
on the primary academic mission of the University; and that in consequence, 
it was absolutely fundamental that while deploring the Government's 
attitude and continuing to struggle to have some sort of change at that level, 
we must recognize that it is imperative to make certain decisions as to how 
we can begin to redress the financial imbalance in which the University 
finds itself. Finally, he explained that he had specifically requested of the 
Steering Committee that this item be placed on today's Agenda, in order to 
provide members with an opportunity to make comments, submit motions, 
etc., in advance of the Board of Governors consideration of the budget, 
which was postponed from the April to the May, 1986, meeting of the 
Board. 


Senate's attention was drawn to the document from the Student Senators 
which had been circulated at the beginning of the meeting and to the 
resolution contained therein concerning the proposed academic services fee. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MS. LIFSHITZ, SECONDED BY MS . TAKACS, 
THAT SENATE PROTEST THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS FEE 
AND SEND A MOTION TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS URGING 
THAT THIS ISSUE BE POSTPONED UNTIL THE CONCLUSION OF 
THE QUEBEC GOVERNMENT'S PARLIAMENTARY HEARINGS 
THIS FALL. 


The lengthy discussion which followed centered on the issue of user fees in 
general, the pros and cons of the proposed academic services fee and the 
rationale for urging a delay in its implementation. A number of factual 
misrepresentations in the document which had been distributed by the 
Student Senators were drawn to Senate's attention, including the fact that 
while this measure had been announced by the Vice-Rector, Institutional 
Relations and Finance during the budget discussion which had taken place 
in aclosed session of the Board of Governors, the Vice-Rector had also 
reiterated the proposal in the open session of the same meeting, and that if 
there was a problem with the Thursday Report picking it up and reporting 
on it afterwards, it was not a question of attempting to sweep the matter 
under the carpet; and that it was only subsequent to the tabling of the budget 
estimates in the National Assembly that it became clear that the figures were 
quite different from those used in drafting the budget proposal presented at 
the March, 1986, meeting of Senate, which meant that the earliest 
opportunity to submit this matter to the University community was via the 
intervention of the Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations & Finance, at the 
April, 1986, meeting of the Board of Governors. 


During continuing discussion it was argued that the alleviation of 
Concordia's financial situation should not be borne by the students alone; 
that existing user fees related to various materials required in particular 
courses throughout the University, should be abolished if the proposed 
academic services fee is implemented; that the proposed fee should be 
viewed as only one of a whole range of measures which should be 
considered by the Board of Governors in an attempt to solve the 
University's financial crises; that various suggestions made with respect to 
alternative measures which might be considered could lead to a complication 
of the problem, particularly with respect to a suggested possible freeze on 
faculty salaries, which would result in having to replace at a higher salary 
faculty members who are able to move elsewhere, especially those in the 
Faculties of Engineering and Computer Science, and of Commerce and 
Administration; that as an alternative to the motion on the floor, Senate 
should adopt a resolution voicing its concern and recommending that the 
proposed academic services fee ought to be considered only within the 
context of considering all other possible measures; that the students who 
would be hardest hit by the imposition of such a fee would be those who 
were on government loans and bursaries and consideration should be given 
to exempting such students from the proposed academic services fee, if it is 
implemented; that in comparison with the cost of university education in 
other Provinces or other countries, education at Concordia was an 
extraordinary bargain of unparalleled dimensions for students, and would 
remain so even with the imposition of the proposed academic services fee, 
which for a full-time student over a 12 month period would only amount to 
$12.50 per month; that while students at Concordia were getting a 
phenomenal deal, the same could not necessarily be said with respect of the 
faculty, staff and professionals at this institutions, and it was questionable 
as to whether the burden of easing the financial plight of the University 
should be shared equally by all, i.e., students and faculty alike, and if we 
were going to consider implementing a user fee, which basically what the 
proposal was, it should be viewed in the context of something which should 
be shared by all, otherwise we were all going to end up being nickled and 
dimed to death; and that the thrust of the motion on the floor and the 
document circulated by the students, was directed primarily against 
procedures which do not allow sufficient time for discussion and 
consultation on a proposal before it is implemented. 


It was requested and agreed that Mr. Peter Wheeland, CUSA 
Communication Vice-President, be granted speaking privileges. In his 
remarks, Mr. Wheeland criticized the Government for imposing a 15 million 
dollar compression on university budgets at this point in time, before it has 
taken the necessary time to examine adequately all of the different avenues 
available through the Parliamentary commission which will be taking a hard 
and serious look at the question of future university funding, the situation 
via-a-vis accumulated and operating deficits of Québec universities, etc., in 
the Fall; and he suggested that the same criticism could be directed at the 
University with respect to the proposed academic service fee, 1.e., it should 
wait until the report and recommendations of the Parliamentary commission 
are known, before considering the imposition of such a fee. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS NOT CARRIED, (12 in 
favour; 20 opposed; 2 abstentions). 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. T. ARBUCKLE-MAGG, SECONDED BY 
PROF. MELAMED, THAT SENATE EXPRESSES ITS CONCERN 
OVER THE INCREASED SIZE OF THE PROJECTED DEFICIT FOR 
1986/87, THAT HAS RESULTED FROM THE ACTION OF THE 
TREASURY BOARD; THAT SENATE RECOGNIZES THE NEED TO 
BRING INCOME AND EXPENDITURES MORE INTO LINE WITH 
ONE ANOTHER; AND THAT SENATE REQUESTS THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS TO CONSIDER THE PROPOSED ACADEMIC SERVICE 
FEE AS ONLY ONE OF A SET OF MEASURES TO BE TAKEN, AND 
TO MAKE A DETAILED EXAMINATION OF POSSIBILITIES THAT 
EXIST FOR BRINGING THE INCOME AND EXPENDITURES OF 
THE UNIVERSITY INTO A MORE REASONABLE BALANCE FOR 
1986/87. 


During the discussion on the motion it was argued that any movement 
towards attempting to bring revenues and expenditures into line, would only 
result in increased tuition fees, cut-back of services, elimination of 
departments; that because of Government policy with respect to the 
University's operating costs, we were going to have to come up with 
enormous amounts of revenue to even meet our expenditures, which could 
result in the elimination of actual services or alternatively a reduction in the 
quality of education, which was what the students were fighting against; 
that one could not support a motion which in effect was saying that the 
proposed academic services fee should be considered as only one of a set of 
different possibilities for making more cuts; that we have had more than 
enough cuts within the University over the past years; that if the fee is 
implemented we would be proving to the Government that we were putting 
this burden on the students and we would be able to argue that we consider 
this a temporary measure which we are totally opposed to, and that the 
Government must bring Concordia's funding into line with the other 
institutions; that this argument would vanish if we recommend to the Board 
of Governors that it should consider making more cuts; and that by adopting 
the motion as phrased, we would be giving the Board of Governors a green 
light to make decisions, with only four days' notice, on all kinds of things 
which could be both cuts and increases in fees. 


In response to a question, it was explained that the third part of the motion 
had been intentionally worded in such a way as to ensure that all possible 
means would be considered in attempting to solve the University's budget 
problems; and that it was implied in the motion that a coherent master plan 
was needed, which obviously could not be developed over a four-day 
period, and that therefore in that sense, the idea of postponing a decision 
was inherent in the motion. 


Suggestions were made concerning possible changes to the motion 
including a suggestion to incorporate into it the notion that the levy of a user 
fee be considered but in the general community context, ie, as a shared 
burden. 


86-3-18 


THE MOVER AND SECONDER AGREED THAT THE MOTION BE 
CHANGED TO - "THAT SENATE URGE THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS TO EXPLORE THE PROPOSED ACADEMIC SERVICES 
FEE IN THE CONTEXT OF A MORE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR 
RAISING THE REVENUES OF THE UNIVERSITY". 


It was understood that the above wording was replacing completely the 
motion originally put forward. 


In response to a question concerning the date of approval of the Budget, Dr. 
Kenniff advised that the intention all along , has been that the budget be 
approved by the Board of Governors prior to the beginning of the financial 
year, which would be a first in the history of the University, in order that 
the units within the University could begin the financial year knowing what 
the budget was, thereby providing a reasonable prospect that it would be 
more rationally and intelligently administered during the course of the year; 
and that that was an objective that he had stated publicly many times, and 
one which he would want to try to meet. He stated also that it was quite 
clear that it might behoove the Board of Governors to mandate the 
administration to examine ways of revising or modifying the budget during 
the course of the year by way of supplementary budgets, as was done in 
Most institutions, thereby giving rise to the possibility that some of the 
questions which have been raised might be explored further even if the 
budget is passed at a given level at the present time; and that if the proposed 
academic services fee should go forward, it would go forward to the Board 
of Governors as a proposal which was separate from but related to the 
budget discussion, ie, it was a serious enough matter to warrant that it be 
presented in a separate document, and not considered as something which 
has already been incorporated into the budget document. 


THE MOTION, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED; (23 in favour; 8 opposed; 0 abstentions) 


Resolution Concerning Photocopying Prices 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. WHITE, SECONDED BY MR. ORR, THAT 
SENATE RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS THAT 
PHOTOCOPY PRICES IN THE LIBRARIES BE SET AT .05 CENTS A 
COPY, (document US-86-3-D5). 


With respect to the Report on Library Photocopiers, (document 
US-86-2-Dl), Professor Martin advised that implementation of a .05 cents 
per copy would cost the University $45,000. In response to a question 
concerning what was termed an apparent discrepancy between the figures 
reported under direct operating expenses and the cost for annual volumes, 
he emphasized that the bottom line was that at the moment the University 
was making $45,000, which would be lost if the University decided to go 
with a charge of .05 cents per copy. 


86-3-19 


86-3-20 


86-3-21 


A CALL TO PUT THE QUESTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED; (14 in favour; 8 opposed; 8 abstentions). 


THE VOTE ON THE MOTION ON THE FLOOR RESULTED IN A TIE 
Dr. Kenniff suggested, and it was agreed that the Chair convey the 
recommendation to the Board of Governors along with the result of the 


vote. 


Resolution from the Fine Arts Faculty Council concerning Photography. 


In presenting the motion from the Fine Arts Faculty Council concerning the 
separation of Cinema and Photography and the attendant departmental name 
changes, (document US-86-3-D7), Dean Parker drew Senate's attention to 
document US-86-3-D1O containing the rationale for the proposed change. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY DR. WHYTE, 
THAT THE RESOLUTIONS FROM THE FINE ARTS FACULTY 
COUNCIL, CONCERNING THE SEPARATION OF CINEMA AND 
PHOTOGRAPHY AND THE RENAMING OF THE DEPARTMENTS , 
BE APPROVED AND RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS FOR ITS APPROVAL, (document US-86-3-D7). 


MOTION CARRIED 


Recommendation concerning the continued offering of Computer Science 
C443. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. XISTRIS, SECONDED BY DEAN 
PARKER, THAT THE RECOMMENDATION THAT COMPUTER 
SCIENCE C443 CONTINUE TO BE OFFERED IN 1986-87, (document 
US-86-3D8), BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED 


Motion concerning Laboratoires d'Etudes sur -les Matériaux 
Inorganiques/Laboratories for Inorganic Materials. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BERTRAND, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MISRA, THAT SENATE APPROVE AND RECOMMEND TO THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
"LABORATOIRES D'ETUDES SUR LES MATERIAUX 
INORGANIQUES/ LABORATORIES FOR INORGANIC MATERIALS" 
AS A FORMAL UNIT OF CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY RESPONSIBLE 
FOR THE ORGANIZATION AND PROMOTION OF RESEARCH AS 
SPECIFIED BY THE MINISTER OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, 
(document US-86-3-D9). 


MOTION CARRIED 


Next Meeting 


86-3-22 It was announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 pm, 
Friday, May 30, 1986, in Room AD-131, Loyola Campus. 
Adjournment 

86-3-23 The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 pm. 


John Noonan, 
Secretary of Senate 


